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Public Comment: F'CC','P'rocee,ding 13-8

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.” ‘
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The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
 listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not fﬁrve the public interest.

| urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the»b%%%g}pleﬁves and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations. =
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to

: q ﬂigo usly oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”
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SYhe Bupreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting
aindex@nt broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
"[iste@g audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

el
= ¢ u:ﬁ!he FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
n

u on FCC{ icensed stations
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Public Comment: FCC Prgeggeding 13-86

. 7]
| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. m& must continue to

vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.” pecz‘gg

' The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to‘jgﬂfcfr?‘ olicies prohibiting

indecent broadcast content during hqurs when childrefars likely &J‘n the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not 5t : public interest.

| urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broaaaégﬁof expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

UL ﬂo@: QJQ any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
-
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

Mﬁ“e%%mme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.
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| urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC inde}cengy&ﬁ@g}dards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent contggt%%gmi brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed tﬁg FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours n%ﬁaéren are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current poficy woul @erve the public interest.

I urge the FCC to reject all proposals that WW%\}N for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations. e
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Public Comment:ﬁegecc Proceeding 13-86
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| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency“é%gﬁgtffés. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, evt}n if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC sLaJtRJ‘&w to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hou,séewhildren are likely to be in the viewing or
polic

dultbpet serve the public interest.

I urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FC_C—Iicensed stations.
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Public Commens; FGG. Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent contegg@v?raiges'{yf or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during Féuic Mibénithildren are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

| urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC—Iigensed stations.
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| oppose any changes to the current FCC indece gy standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent g@nte,ntﬁ ven if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has af(fi'%med the FCC's”authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content %Mw" hen children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current p&%ouw not serve the public interest.

nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86 :

| oppose any changes to the culéftived b tispsstgestandards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed ghe FFQ{Q: thority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the Wiﬁa\gﬁwld not serve the public interest.

| urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and

nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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| oppose any changes 10 th indecency standards. The FCC must continue to

vigorously oppose mggeg\t content, even if brief or fleeting.”
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The Supreme Court has affirmtekﬁwﬁi@ﬁFCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting

indecent proadcast con gc during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or

g?tﬁe,i&]fp@ent policy would not serve the public interest.
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